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^/7^i BRIKF CCKMSMS lili; 5LA!iJRlA CX>ilPU*l'KK3 ARTiu.‘Ll: for Kk\ JF 

I watj so slckoned by this article that I could barely plow tlirou{;jh It. I 
cannot believe how naive~ln the least— the is, l>ow he fails to understand 
anything about the working 9f ./^ovemrert, arxi bow dishonest dt unscholarly he Is. 

There la really llttul for me to cay. ./hat car anybody say alx>ut such drivel 
as his explanation for why the goverment has releaecxl info proving!; conspiracy? 

Cr his explanation of the ICennody'a :illence? Cr how ho ellmina.tes Hoover and 
the right fron consideration as conspirators? Tlio bundy thesis Is ridiculous and 
totally unsupported. I havo^ long .been a^^feast at Salandria oteecslon with k#hlte*s 

undocuniented revelation of the broadcast aboard Air Force One. 

. 

'The. one exon; pie of uracholarly nisquoting which particularly struck me— there 
were others— was whe^r. he protended to quote Schlosingeri ^*Here is wliat Schlos. said 
about Kennedy's foiling concemlnr the Vletnaiitese policy i **^e was somber and shaJcen. . . •** 
This is completely out of context. Schles wrote tluit specifically to rleocribo 

JFK'o reaction to' the death of Diem and khu. 

* * 

* I 

It is really, hot worth it.' for me to spend time ivith this riibbloh. It is entirely 

dlrreputable in mv mi>Klp and f^es muon further than anything I've seen before 

in entabllshlnr Salaiidrla as a kook. I'ri glad it was printed In a mn/^zine of so 

littii circulation I ond I hope no attention JLs paid to it. 
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Howard. liof f nan 
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